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In response to the final Offxct 
request reconsideration. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

In the Office Action, the Exa* 
rewritten in independent form, Appl 
form, and therefore should be allows Y 

Claim Refection Under 35 U.S.C. & 



ijiiner indicated that claims 2, 7, 8 and would be allowable if 
:ant notes, however, that claim 7 is already in independent 
le. The Examiner also allowed claims 12-17. 



102 



In the Office Action, the Exa* * 
102(b) as being anticipated by Ekwal 
rejection. Ekwall et al. fails to disck 
by 35 U.S.C. § 102(b), and provides 1 
modification to include such features 

In support of the rejection of c 
et al. device is inherently capable of i 
embodiments allowing directional ex 
the entire circumference of the l ead is 



|iner rejected claims 1, 3-6, and 9-1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 
et al. (US 5,578,067). Applicant respectfully traverses the 

all of the features of the claimed invention, as required 
0 teaching that would have suggested the desirability of 



Claims 1 and 3-5 

In regard to Applicant's claim 
carrier having both an attachment del alii 
positioned by the attachment detail to 

Instead, Ekwall et al. describes 
conductive surface, and a tube-like inst: 
the second electrode. 1 In each embodi 



1 Ekwall et al. Col. 4, IL 49 - Col, 6, 11. 24 



REMARKS 

Action dated November 15, 2004, Applicants respectfully 



laims 1, 3-6, and 9-11, the Examiner stated that the Ekwall 
sural stimulation. The Examiner further asserted that the 
osure of the contact would include tl ring" electrodes in that 
capable of being selectively exposed. 



I and 3-5, Ekwall et al fails to disclose or suggest a lead 
il for coupling to a lead distal end and an electrode" shield 
insulate a portion of the ring electrode, 
an endocardial lead having a distal stimulating electrode, a 
lating body arranged along the conductive surface to form 
rient disclosed by Ekwall et al., the insulating body is a 
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flexible tubs that slides over the lead, 
used to slide and rotate the insulating 
The tube disclosed by EkwaU 
required by claims 1 and 3-5, i.e., an 
electrode shield. In fact, EkwaU et a I 
mechanism to attach an electrode shit: 
al, itself forms an insulator, and is not 
lead. Hence, EkwaU et al. clearly lack 
an attachment detail and an electrode 1 



la one embodiment, Ekwall et ah describes a qontrol dement 
>ody about the electrode cable. 2 

st al. does not include the two structurally distinct features • 
slectrode shield and an attachment detail for positioning the 
makes no mention of an attachmen t detail or any other 
d to a lead body. The sleeve-like tube disclosed by Ekwall et 
soupled to any additional means for attaching the tube to" a 
3 the distinct structural elements required by the claims, Le., 
hield. 



Claim 6 

In regard to Applicant's clain 
coupling to a lead distal end and pos i tioning 



electrode carried on the distal end. S 
claims 1 and 3-5, Ekwall et al. does 
positioning an electrode shield. Agai 
requires no coupling means. 



6, Ekwall et al. likewise fails to suggest a means for 

an electrode shield to insulate a portion of a ring 



milar to the argument set forth with respect to Applicant's 
npt describe a means for coupling to the lead distal end and 
Ekwall et al, simply describes an insulating tube that 



Claims 9-1 1 

Ekwall et al. also does not disclose or suggest Applicant's claim 9 recites an attachment 
mechanism to attach the shield to a 1c ; td body , the shield at least partially insulating a portion of 
the ring electrode from tissue at an in i plantation site on a side of the shield opposite the ring 
electrode, as required by claims 9-11. The differences between the Ekwall et al. device and the 
requirements of claims 9-1 1 should be clear in view of the remarks above with respect to claims 
1 and 3-5. 



2 EkwaU et al. Col. 6, 11. 25-45 
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All claims in this application 
requests reconsideration and prompt ?. 
additional fees or credit any overpay i 
invited to telephone the below-signe* 



Date: 



CONCLUSION 
are in condition for allowance. Applicant respectfully 
Jllowance of all pending claims. Please charge any 
neat to deposit account number 50-1 778. The Examiner is 
attorney to discuss this application. 
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